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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir* 

Applicant hereby petitions for a ,wo month extension of ,ime » respond » the Office 
Action dated August 27, 1999, thereby extending the ttme period within which ,o respond to 
November 27, 1999. 

,n response to the Restriction Retirement of August 27, ,999. Applicants hereby 

, i St 11 20 and 26 with traverse, and further with the specific 
elect the Group I claims, claims 1-8, 15-20 and a, witn 

request that if the restriction is maintained, that claim 1 1 be substituted for claim 8. 

The rationale for the restriction is that the inventions listed in Groups I through V, 
Q0 not relate to a single genera, inventive concept because the, !ac k the same or c_ *ng 
special technical features. However, as can be seen, there is certainly a commonality « * 
I claimed subject matter which clearly supports the existence of a single inventtve concept. Merely 
"ause the particular ON A seances are d.ffereut does no, mean ma, these .A .ouences o n 
correspond ,0 such a single inventive concept. The DNA sequences which form par, 
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invention have all been identified to the Office, which has a database having known DNA sequences 
incorporated therein. Therefore, the additional work necessary to search even very different DNA 
sequences of limited numbers is relative small. In the present case, all of the DNA sequences contain 
certain common elements which would facilitate such a search. Thus, Applicants believe that the 
present invention should not be subject to restriction and that the claims should be rejoined. 

If, however, the restriction is maintained, Applicants respectfully submit that claim 
1 1 and its DNA sequence be substituted for claim 8. The claims would thus contain only one DNA 
sequence as Group I presently does. This would also require substituting claim 23 for claim 20 and 
claim 29 for claim 26. Group I would therefore include claims 1-7, 11, 15-19, 23, and 29. 

A check in the amount of $380.00_is^nclosed to cover the Petition fee. Please 
charge any additional fees or credit any overpayments as a result of the filing of this paper to our 
Deposit Account No. 02-3978 - a duplicate of this paper is enclosed for that purpose. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
PHILIP S. RUDLAND ET AL. 




William G. Conger 
Reg. No. 31,209 
Attorney for Applicant 



